immersed shall be saved ; he net shell 
Musstan- 


NO. 9. “CARTHAGE, SEPTEMBER 1834. 3. 


“OBSERVATIONS ON DE. PAMPHLET. 
of Allen Disney, Cincinnati, claiming to be the work of Dr. Sleigh, of 
London, of whom we took @ passing notice, in a former nymber of the Evange- 
list, As a person, "who, duting a general meeting held in that city,..bad broken a 
tance, With brother. Johuson, on the question, “Is remission of sins, byyJegus 
Christ, unconditional.” ‘The tract consists of, 16 pages, theffirst 
of which bears the following title, “Campbellism unmasked, gr spurious gospels 
exposed,” &c.; the second page is blank, the four succeding ones contain the 
introduction, and the next eight embody the substance of a discourse, delivered 
by the Doctor iri the Mechanics’ Tnstitite, on T uesday, July Sth, 1834, while 
the rear of the pamplilet in two pages is brodght up io_an appendix, containing 
*4 few of the most important truths revealed i in the Eile, wnoqaivemally denied 
‘by the Campbellites.? 
an reading this pamphlet, sinh some other matters which, will be laid before 
the reader in the subsequent part of the present number of the Evangelist, we 
were forcibly rgminded of the commandment of the Atpostle to .us, that we 
should follow the example of the Lord Jesus, “who, when he was reviled, reviled — 
“not again, when he suffered Le threatened NO, | but compl tied himself to him | 
that judgeth righteously. 
’ - Our course, therefore, is fixed, not by ourselves bus by Christ, our tongue ail 4 
pen are not our’s but Christ's; he is Lord over us and shall be fo#ifivermore. 


Indeed we would, if it were possible, rather apologize for the Dt.gapd some . 
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. *Jouroal, in theirlate exasperating efforts to bring the gospel and those who advo- 


cate it, into disrepute. — This much we can say in their behalf, that they have 
. not, in the use of scandalous and abusive language, Outstript others so far as 

some might, from the reading of their pieces, be induced to imagine; for there 
| are few places, in which the gospel, as announced by the Lord and his Apostles, 
i is preached, that do not supply a superabounding amouut of all kinds of evil 
a spedking;, these gentlemen, however, have excelled in giving permanency to 
| their own shame, by, the means they,have adopted for its. publicity; their pieces 
are now printed, and reasonable and. pious men will judge whether such things 

| are in accordance with the spirit, the faith, or the morals of our holy religion. 
ia It is both paifful and humiliating to me to crowd into this number, matters, 
_ of the publication of which, the authors themselves, have the greatest possibe 

% reason to be ashamed; but it is indispensible that our readersand the world 
to whom we proclaim the gospel, stiould knoty how and by whom we are — 

opposed. 

‘Here follows an extract from Sleigh’s pamphlet, fromm ite matter and 
form, its sentiments and language, the reader will have a fair oppoftunity of 
judging of what everlasting importance it is to have been born, or educated, or 
lived in the British capital; be will see how much the moral sense of a man may 

“bes improved, how thuch this poor frail thing called huinan nature may he 
strengthened aad eleyated and refined by having bseathéed where the great and 
good have lived and died. Whether’ te Doctor's piece has init more of Grub | 
stréet than the West end of the town; whether he is more convessant with the 
slang of Billingsgatg than the language of Christ the reader has it iow ia bis 
power to determine, from the Doctor's piece which we here Out be- 
and in whi¢ really think he unmasks 


“Now let us this patchwork, this reformed religion’ call it. It isa 
biece of Popery, #piece of Calvinism, a piece of Armeniahism, a plee® Of Baptistiom, 
piece of Presbyterianism, a piece of Apostolic order; but to this it presents an awfvl 
caricature. You perceive it suits every man’s laste; while the connection between it and 
Popety lagremer than bet it asd any.of the others. The Papists say their church 
built upon * Saint Poter say the pseudo reformers. Papista say baptiem in 
water is regeneration ; soeaf the reformers, Jd. The Papists cal) repentance penance; 
‘the reformers call it “reformation!” In this respect the Papjsts are fat more consistent 
fur they de not pretend, the Greek word means penance; but take their penance from 
the Latin valgate, as of equa) authority with our Greek copies of the Testament. I sha!l 

: now direct yours attention to one instance of their inconsistency, and of their changing 
their principlés just as circumstances euitthem. At first they raised a cry ayainst the 

-_ _ elergy for being supported by their respective churches this they still do in the North. 

® ern States; but down in the wild Westetn States where their system has made sowe 
amongst those whe do net study their Bibles, no sooner do they consider them- 

 gelves sufficiently advanced, but in open defiance of the principles on which they had — 

get out; they pay their Ministers. Thagbject it would appeag they had in view at first 

« ‘was to take advantage for the time of the popular ety against the Clergy, aod ‘by this 
means ait readier access to the minds of the people. 


fruits 1 know them.” I bold here three of their publications. One called the 


’ Now] shall proceed to make you acquainted with their works, for reeollect “by thelr 
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Harbinger, conducted by Mr. Campbell himself. Another called the Eva list, con- 
ducted by a Mr, Scott¢ and a third called tl Christian Messenger, ¢ hy B. W. 
Stone and J. T. Johnson, Elders of the (ycleped) Church of Christ in Georgetown, Ky. 


_- Now these are the only numbers of these precious publications I have ever read, and 


not six pages in any one ofthem. Yet, I am able to demonstrate to you four awful lies 


in three tines of the firat—four positive lies in three pages of the second, besides they 


whole account of the Sycamore strect discussion, being a piece of the most unblushing 
inisrepresentation,—and two wilful determined lies in tArce lines of the third! These 
are specimens of the publications of your Christian Reformers! Now to the proof. I 
hold in my hand the Harbinger, dated, July 5th, 1820; in page 14, Mr. Campbell, in allu- 
sion to Peter's first Sermon as recorded in 2nd Chap. Acts—writes thus: “ They (those 
pricked to the heart) being full of faith inquired of Peter and the other Apostles, what 


They oughtgo do to obtain remission.”’ Here is tie No 1; for if you consult your Bibles 


(ou will find they made no such_enquiry—the egquiry stopped at the word do.. Now 
this is only what every pardoned sinner says: *“ Lord what shall J do? Notto obtain 


pardon; but having beef mercifully forgiven and pardoned, what shall I now do, in 


return!” This is the language of that deep gratitude and love which a knowledge of 
God makes every child of God express, But Mr.C as regardless of the truth in this 
im@tance, as of that awful @varning in the 22d Chap. and 18 verse of Revelations, hesi- 


tates nut to add to the book of God the words “to cbtaia remission.’ Again he pro-, 


ceeds in the very next line thus: “ They were informed, that though they now believed 
and repented they were not pardoned.” This islie No.2. Were they or were they not 
thas informed?” Was any euch information directly or indirectly given them? Look at 
your Bibles and you will find, not a shadow of such information! Lastly be proceeds in 
the very same line thus: ** But must reform and be immersed for the remission of sins.” 
This short sentence contains two more lies, making the four liesin three lines. Fora 
more gross and I cannot but call it (in a scholar) wilful mistranslation of the original 
word “repent” was seldom made. Suffice it at present in reference to this word to say 


that the seme werd occurs in 3d Chapter 9 and 10 vy = of the Book of Jonah (Soptne. . 


gint) where if you translate it.rcform you will see the downright nonsense you make 
those passages. As it respects the word “for” I think it quite sufficient to remark that 
Mr. C. in the @th Chapter of Mat. 1%h verse, where the same original word eis occurs, 
has translated it “iate’’—in the other it suited hie purpose fo have it “for."’ What 
where these haptized “inte?” what, but into the faith Peter had preached, and which 
they had believed, viz. in remission of sins through the name of Jesus.” Luke xxiv. 
48. Bo wuch for the Harbinger, with which I have now done. 


“Now forthe Evangelist. the work conducted by Mr.Scott: in page 161 he states, in re- 
ference tothe discussion in Sycamore street, ‘that | occupied most of my timein ruma- 
@nt for the total depravity or misehancé I heman nature,’ and thus 


leaves the render to conclude that I referred only to the Old Testament. Now what 


= the facts—I made according to notes now in my possession 25 quotations out of the 


Testament, anc but 9 out of the Old@estament! This istie No 1. Inthe next 
- he says, “Brother Johnson shewed by particular ixstances from Abel to Noah, and 
thence to Abraham and Samuel, &c.” According to the testimony of all consulted,.and 


according te my Own notes, Mr. Johnson mentioned neither Abraham, Samuel, Abel 


‘por Noah—except the last name which was I think read by him in the passage where it 
occurs.in Peter, Thit ts lie No.2. [n the same page Mr. Scott writes thus; “ Brother 
Johnson's apeech was enlightening, dverw helming and touched the heart and head of a// 


present. Tt filled the underst inding and roused the affections.” According to the best 


calculations, there were present on that occasion from eight hundred to a thousand 


- persons; of whom the attual members of the Church present did not exceed one-sixth, 


Now #0 far from Mr J's speech affecting aii present—every one with whom I bave 
cofiversed, and every one whose opinion I heard, except the unfortunate and pitiable 
victims of this system, together with some whose eyes were under the power of God 
opened on that octasion, have declared that Mr. Johnson received a most signa! defeat 
—and they only regretted that some one more able to afford me an opportunity of un- 
ravelling the whole system, tad not betn set forth : I can produce at Icast twenty of the 
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- dist, and Baptist, we shall submit his own doctrine in his own words, 
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most ae and respectable persons who were then present to ‘substantiate his 
“statement ; t so far from “ ail” (as stated by Mr. Scott’ having been affected by 


Mr. Tebildon not more than a sixth part of the whole could be persuaded to say so— and 

I doubt not when the fear of man is removed from the eyes of that one sixth part and 

fear of God before them, they will confess (although reluctantly) that not a shadow 

of evidence from the Scriptures was adduced to prove conditional salvation! This then 

is lie No.3. Inthe next page we have lie No.4, where Mr, Scott repeats lie No.2. Indeed 

to say nothing of the opinion of the public Who were present, respecting Mr. Scott's 
account, some of their own members have said “ he a to be ashamed of himself!” 


« 


We shall 1 now attend to this elegant extract—this inimitable - of Lon- 


| don literature, London refinement, geason and religion. — 


It is a piece of Popery, says the Doctor, a piece of Calrinism, Wel, be it 
so; pray what is the Doctor’s g¢spel? One would naturally expect that there 
must be some fundamental, some radical or real difference between his gospel 


and those of what he calls “Calvanism, Armeniasism, Baptistism,”’ &e¢.— 


But reader, don’t you believe it. The Doctor is at bottom, a Calvinist, an Arme- 
nian, and a Baptist! No doubt the Doctor thinks differently, but this is owing 


_ torhis extreme ignorance of the case, and I will show it. Presbyterians, Metho- 


dists, and Baptists, and almost all the Protestant parties however they differ*in 


_ other matters, agree in this, that “The influence of the spirit of God” is neces- 


sary to produce faith in the sinner, this is the radix or root of afl the gospels 
which are preached in the present day; the ancient gospel which we preach, 
en Now is the Doctor’ | fundamentally different from that of the 

lvinist, Armenian and Baptist parties which he affects to despise? Not at 
all, reader; theGospel of John Walker, is radically the gospel of John Calvin, 


and John Wesley. The two last Johns say man cannot, the first John says he’ 


will not believe the gospel; but the whole junto of Johns agree that faith 
can be obtained only by the influences of the Spirit of God. And lest the Dr. 
should startle when he thus sees himself to be radically both Calvinist, Metho- 


“Forasmuch as man will not believe the gospel, unless by” nce of the 
spirit of God, which makes him give eredit to the record of God, and sct to his 
cation, &c. page 

Thus, dear reader, is the Doctor’s gospel reducible to the very same 
element, as that of the Calvinist, Armenian and Baptist gospels! and 


when ‘unmasked, as he would say, is seen to be nothing but an old acquaintance 


with a few slight alterations io her dress, introduced to us by John Walker, in- 
tability and greater fame than he. 

‘Now, reader, what shall I do? Or rather how shall I do it? I Wish to make 
a proposition to the Doctor, and for my life I know not how to,do it, . I know 
not how to screw the Doctor’s courage up to the sticking point: If. I challengo 
him, he will, notwithstanding his own" coarseness, probably say, what he 
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ter a person capable of such conduct and such 


"Greece, or Rome, or 


And if I request 
the Doctor politely, to prove the very first and fundamental proposition of his 
unscriptural scheme, he will, like some great warriors, tell me that I bave for- 
feited all right to be treated like a gentleman and a christian; thus am I between 
Scylla and Charib‘is, in a strait betwixt two; but we will state the preposition 


. wotwithstanding: The Doctor says that 


‘Man will not believe the gospel, unless by the influence of the spirit of 
God. 

Methodists, Presbyterians, and Baptists say the very same; but if the Doe- 
or will attempt to prove it, the pages of the Evangelist are open for the recep- 
ion of his picces. And now, will not the Doctor come out? will he not prove 
he first proposition in his gospel ? 
least furnish us with one sacred book, chapter, verse, line, sentence, or’word, én 
vhieh it is stated that man,as he says, will not believe the gospel unless by the 
influence of the spirit of God. . Will not the Doctor favor us with the name 
of that man or that people who received the Holy Spirit-to make them “give 
credit to the record of God?” Did any apastle, or prophet, or evangelist, 


or martyr, or saint, previously receive the Spirit, to “make him give credit to 


the record of God? Did the people of Jerusalem, Judea, or Samaria, or 
any other country on earth, receive the Spirit for the pur- 
pose alleged in the Doctor’s proposition, viz: to make them believe? I answer, 
not a soul of them. ‘The Doctor's scheme or gospel, is a vain fabrication, and 


not the orgiual gospel, which explaing to us both what faith is, and how it comes, . 


viz: “by hearing even Rearing by the word of’Gbd.” But the Doctor is bound 
by his regard for the souls of those whom he believes to be in error, to prove this 


dogma on which his scheme stands: he is bound also as ‘a man of courage and 


veracity 10 do this, for he has boasted against all the disciples and pasted up the 
placard of &C ampbellism unmasked” all over Cincinnati. He has also pub- 
lished the pamphlet before me, and it has been sent into the various neighbor- 
hoods of 'Hamilton county, where the disciples are increasing, to impede if pos- 
sible, the gospel, and lower the character of those who propagate and defend it, 
by attempting in the most childish but unbecoming and unchristian manner to 
make out that we are all a set of wicked liars. Alas for the man who indulges 
in such practices under the name of a follower of the Lamb! May the Lord 


_ forgive him, for surely he knows hot what. he does. But we say plainly that 


the Doctor cannot prove by one scripture, or one case in scripture that “The 


influence of the spirit of God is necssary to make men credit the testimony of 


God ;” and we would withall add that we think the Doctor has not the couarge 
even to attempt to demonstrate the truth of his essential dogma, through the 
“pages of our paper. Finally, Doctor, do, if you can, evince to us from scrip- 
ture that the Methodist, Calvinist, Baptist, and Walkerist dogma is true; prove 
ave pray you, **That the influence of the spirit is necessary to faith. 
But let us examine the Doctor’s method of making men liars. | 
1, Bra. Campbell, in order to give his readers what he conceived to be the 
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sense of the text, Acts, chap. 2,"v. 37, says the ‘people asked Peter, “what 


they ought to do, fo oblain remission,” this the Doctor callslie No. 1. How 


uuworthy of a man Or a christian so to speak ! Does the Dr. know whose vera- 
City he involves by this splendid species of demonstration?, Why he involves 


his own, for which tebekes.in the person of 


whom he speaks. 

Bro. Campbell says, “What shall we do, to obtain 

Dr. Sleigh says, “What shall I now do, in return?” | 

Now which is the greatest lie on the Doctor’s plan of making out lies? But 
surely to call men liars for honestly and publicly expressing their conceived 
*plan the Doctor could and has made the translators of the common version of the 
Scriptures to be the most extensive liars that ever lived in the world ; for in every 
place where to give their sense of the passage they made a supplement, or put a 
"word into the English which was not in the Greek text, they, on the Doctor’s plan 
of counting, told one more lie! — 

2. Bro Campbell says, “They were informed that though they now \eilleved 
and repented, they were not pardoned.” This the Dr. says is lie No. 2. How 
—unmannerly! He asks “Was any such information directly orindirectly given” 
I Answer: Yes; most assuredly. Peter gave them point blank information, and 
ordered, after repentance that they should be baptized for remission. And if they 


had been pardoned before they believed and repented, or because they believed 
and repented, or after they believed and repented why were they ordered to be 


order in which Brother Campbell has stated these things. Is not his order of 


faith, repentance, baptism and’ remission, the order of the holy Apostle? 


Doctor says, “Look at your we would say Doctor, con't Ofily Took a 
your Bible, but believe it if you can, or as your scheme says, if you will. 
3. But must reform and be ideimaeil for the remission of their sins.”? . 


This short sentence, says the Dr. contains tivo more lies, making the four lies 


in three lines. Now let us see how many lies the Doctor has told on his own 


plan of quoting scripture, we shall begin at the beginning of his pamphlet.— 
The italics, brackets, and dash, mark where the errors occur.” 

1, “Who is of purer eyes than to behold iniquity” Hab, 1, 13. 

2. “In whose sight the heavens are not clean.” Job 15, 15. 

3. “**God——made man upright but he has sought out many inventions, 
Ecc. [6. 29.}” 7. .29. 

4. “The whole head is sick, and the whole heart faint, Is. [1. 5. 6.) 1.5. 
The Doctor’s ignorance is very manifest here; for this scripture is used not to 
describe man as a sinner, but to denote the painful condition of the Jews frem 


the punishments which God had laid upon them, for their great and various 


~ jniquities; the head and heart of the nation were pained. 


5. “The heart is deceitful above desperately wicked. Jer. 


[17. 19]” 17.9. 


notions of any verse in the sacred writings, is very unjust, very cruel. On this : 


baptized. for pardon? Isthe Doctor audacious enough to call in question the 
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The fly mind Gano the of God 
neither indeed can be. 


7. “All the ways of man are clean in a Coren Lord weigheth 
the spirits. Prov. 16.2 

8. “The righteousnesses of man ate as filthy rags, Is. 64, 6. 

9. “Every work of their hand and that which they offer—is unclean. Hag. 


2. 14." The Doctor’ ‘misuses this scripture also apd emits one important 


word. | 
10. ‘: Whom it pleased the Lord to brosise and put to grief.” . 


11. “fim hath God set forth a propitiation through faith in his blood. Rom. 


3. 25,73 


12. “The end of the law for righteousness to every man that believeth.” 


1S “He magnified the law and made ét honorable,” Is. [17. 21.]” 
42, 21. 


14. “No. man receives the eee which God lestifieth of his Son. 
John, 3. 32,” 


15, “Bom from above. 3. 
16. “Flesh nor blood cannot revea!,” 
There is no such scripture, though the Doctor marks it asa qaotation. 
17. ‘*That God hasgiven eternal life and this life is——h's son.” 

* 18. “Keep the commandments, to be perfect. Matth, 19. 16. 21.” 


Now, reader, here are eighteen scripteres out of a number little more than * 


twenty, not oneof which is accurately quoted! Shall J say that the Doc- 
tor has told eighteen lies? Reader, would you not think me very vulgar if I 


should? This much I would say of the Doctor, that supposing him to possess | 


the best intentions in the world, he handles the word of God very inaccurately, 
and ought not to be trusted either in his quotations “or his use of scripture; the 
person who would not fall into a ditch, must needs take care how he gives 
his hand to the Doctor. Those who live in glass houses, too, should not throw 
Hones, as the Doctor may see. = 

So much for the lies of brother Campbell. His four awful ones were con- 
tained in three lines; My four positive ones in three pages. Bro. Campbell, it 
would appear, quite excells his humble brother, in the art of raining down lies! 
They fall merely a sprinkling in the Evangelisty but in the Harbinger they de- 
scend as thick as the rain! Let us then attend to our own four positive lies. 

1. Mr. Scott says, “that 1 occupied most of my time rumaging the Old Tes- 
tament for the ‘total depravity or mischance in human nature.”* Now, reader, 
are not these words quoted as if they were mine? Yet the Doctor has left out 
almost a whole line in the middle of them, and neithet begins nor ends the sen- 
tence as I wrote it? . Because I said the chief of his time, he makes.a notch 
against me thus, this is lie No. 1. But, reader, just think fora moment on the 
state of the case and then say whether it were possible for me to be wrong in this 
matter. The time allowed for speaking was one hour and 30 minuets. The 
Doctor had his preliminary; then according to his own account came nine quo- 
tations from the Old Testament, and on every one of these, to the best of my 
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recollection, the Doctor gave comment, more or less. Now to speak upon 
even a single scripture, in most instances consumes a considerable time ; but here 
were nine, yes, reader, nine scriptures to be turned up to, and then read, and then 
spoken upon, and applied to the point for which they were cited! Think, then 
whether much time could be spent by the Doctor im the New Testament and, 
whether he did not make the long circumbendebus with aoe we nays him 
' in our notice of his performance. | 
In the next page he (Mr. S.) says, by partic. 
ular instances from Abel to Noah, and thence to Abraham, and Samuel,” &. 
This is lie No. 2. 
Now, reader, if Ihave the least recollection of any thing that occurred, Bro. 
Johnson mentioned the case of Abel on account of his faith, the Dr. acknow- 
ledges he brought im the case of Noah, and I have no recollection but that he 
also represented others. Did he not produce-the repentance which John the 
Baptis: preached, asa condition? were not the three thousand Pentecostians 
adddued, the Samaratins, the Eunuch, and the Gentiles? Undoubtedly they 
were; and consequently here are thousands, positively thousands, which were 
adduced as receiving remission on the conditons of faith, repentance, &¢.— 
Judge, then, of the state of that man’s mind, who publishes his fellow morta! 
a liar in such acase! 

3. “In the same page Mr. Scott writes thus, Bio. Johnson's — was eo- 
lightening, overwhelming, and touehied the heart and head of all present.’’; 
This is lie No. 3. : 

Reader, the-émphasis is laid on the word all. The Doctor thinks not. more 
thana sixth part. Now how many of the eight or ten hundred people present, 
does the reader think was nade up in the following: the Church in Cincinnati 
__alone, contains I believe, about two hundred members, and as it was the time 
of a general meeting, and day of debate, we may suppose that they were 
chiefly if notall out; but the Church at Carthage has baptized more than two 
hundred many whom stood right under the’ eyes of the disputants: they were 
from the Rising Sun, from Covinzten, Kentucky, from Sharon, and from Duck 
Creek, besides the Christian congregation in the city, many of whom were doubt- 
less present; add to all these the usual congregation of two or three hundred 
people who attend preaching in Sycamore st. meeting house, and who were fa- 
vorable to the sentiments of brother Johuson. Now, I sat at the very stand 
and was hemmed in on all sides by hundreds of faces who were as familiar as 
the facesof myown children. 1 saw the tear in their eyes—I felt it in my own. 
I said the hearts of all preesnt were touched; but the Doctor, with — 
breeding, says I lied. . 

The Doctor on this plan, could, and does make the sacred writers themselves 
liars; for when it issaid in Luke 13, 17, “All the people rejoiced for all the 
glorious things that were done by him; the Doctor can cut a notch in his siick 
and say “this is lie No. 1, because his enémies who were very numerous did not 
rejoice, but on the contrary ‘all his adversaries were ashamed.’ ” 
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It is said “all the people were very attentive to Butdidtheword = 
all include the innumerable and determined enemies of the Redeemér? Were 


“hey attentive tohear him. It is said that “the chief priests, and the scribes, 


and the chief of the people, sought to degtroy him! Now I might have made 
_ the necessary but limited exceptions; and when I said, the speech of bro. Johu- 


son “touched both the head and heartof all present ,’? I might have added, but 
Dr. Sleigh rolled on the floor, and a professor, whose party we could‘hame, filled 
with anger, came up to Brother Johnson and said, “Sir, I would advise you to 
go and join the Roman Catholics and become a Catholic’Priest.” All. 
this and more we-might have said in the way of qnalification: but we were un- 


willing to expose, knowing that those who should read our statement would not 


be led astray by the use which we made of the word all. 

Did the Doctor, and Mr. Stevens, of the Cross and ‘hie think that I 
so,used the word al/as to include Dr. Sleigh and the few present like them, 
who are our adversaries, and do not with us believe that faith, repentance, con- 
fession and baptism fre necessary to receive remission? How shameful, to pub- 
lish a mana liarfor so saying. | 

4. “In the next page we have lie No. 4, where Mr. Scott repeats lie No. 2°° 

The Arithmetical erudition of the Doctor, in this instance is truly surprising ; 


~ two lies and one Jie repeated make four lies; If, then, the reader would ‘ie 
— have my answer tolie No. 4, he must look at what follows lie No. 2... ——CST7373 


_ The Doctor's manner of making four out of three, brings me in mind of the 
Oxford student's plan of making three out of two. A couple of ducks being — 
served up to breakfast, the young gentleman, with a very scholastic air, said to 
his father he could prove that the two ducks were three ducks; prooceed, said 
the father: the young gentleman then pointing to the ducks in succession asked, 
‘Is not this one duck? and that two?” “Undonbtedly ,” replied the father. 
‘¢ And do not one and two make three,” cried he triumphantly; “no doubt of it, 
my son,” said the father, who, stretchfhg- out his hand and lifting the plate with 
the two ducks on it, said, smiling, “these two, then, shall suffice for our break- 
fast, and the Oxford scholar shall have the third for hig.” 

But we have done Dr. Sleigh and his pamphlet, quite an unmerited respect, by 
meddling with them. -If he or amy opponent of what by us has been styled the 
Ancient Gospel, would honestly state its faulty parts, in our own language, and 
in a manly ani christian style and temper, submit his confutation, he 
would at once do honor to himself and secure our respect; but slanderous 


nothing of the chrigtian, 


Republic, and to remain quiet until he clothes himself with a little of the good 


breeding and becoming deportment which in general characterizes the inter- 
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Nore.—We have from the Doctor's pamphlet, what related to 


brother Johnson. Ist, Because we despise the whole performance: 2d. Because 


brother Johnson has already given him more than merited attention. __ 
“Letter From B. To A. 
Frankfort, Ky., July 28, 1834. | 
To Alexander Camptell, of Bethany, Brooke county, Virginia. 


the pamphlet which you and falsely denominate 


the “ Millennial Harbenger,” No. 7, Vol. 4, pages 311—13, you have taken a 
notice of the remarks which I made in the Cross and Baptist Journal, of June 


6, relative to Georgetown College, which demands my emphatic attention. 


Giving the go-by to your ungentlemanly and scurrilous play of words, in 


regard to my name and the name of my paper, I shall at once approach that _ 


portion of your remarks for which I shall demand reparation. You state, 
“Our readers are acquainted with this quondam editor, now half publisher of the 
Ohio “ Cross and Baptist Jodrmal,”” will know how much to subtract from the 
following letter, taken from its pages, under date of we une 6, and what rebate and 
discount to make to his assertions.” 

Now, sir, this is taking high ground. Here you have taken the liberty to 
impugn my veracity, and iz a manner the most vile and injurious,—by insinu- 
ations. For this you must atone. I demand at your hands, to point out in 
what particulars, I have in the articles in question, misrepresented or exagge- 
vated the facts spoken of, or, upon failure, to give up the name of your inform- 
ant, who has led you into error. I repeat, J demand this at your hand, a 


you will be permitted to slander me with impunity, you are mistaken. You 
shall give redress, or I will seek it through a source, and in terms, which, I have 
been satisfied, the interests of the religious community, have long since required, 
Am I not able, sir, to prove, by witnesses of high standing for credibility and 
piety, that you are A NOTORIOUS SLANDERER AND 4 COMMON LIAR? Nay, fur- | 
ther, am I not able to establish beyond controversy, that, in at least fifty in- 
stances since you commenced your editorial career, you have flagrantly violated 
the truth in matters essentially slanderous, and in many instances, knowingly 
and intentionally! and if you will challenge me to it, I will at once embark i 
the undertaking. Ard in doing this, I will give your own words, with the page 
and volume, and along side of it, I will give the evidences of the witnesses; 
and I will publish the whole in pamphlet form, and circulate it through all the 
width and breadth of the land :—~and it shal] be acknowledged, as I appre 
by the large body of the community, that I have more than succeeded. All 


__If you suppose, sir, that now I am dnarmed with a periodical for self-defence, = 
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this, 1 flatter myself, I am able to do; and I repeat, if you will challenge me to 
the undertaking, the Lord being my helper, I wit po 1T. 
‘This, sir, is a labour which I intended, since, to have performed. And 
I should have done §0, had you not years ago, retreated and taken no more 
notice of me, and ever since, ti'l now, hayé kept your promise, But now, find- 
ing me disarmed, dastard like, you skulk out from yur retreat, and give me 
a raking, slanderous fire, supposing that I have not the means of repelling it, 
But your artifice shall not shield you. It becomes necessary that your wantof_ 
veracity should be fully established. Self-defence, the defence of the characters 
of the most pious and useful divines, buth of the living and the dead, :he cause 
of God and of Christ on earth, make it imperiously necessary, that your reehless 
disregard of truth, should be dragged befure the public eye; unmasked as much 
as possible of religious parade and literary sophistry. In the very notice you 
have taken of my remarks, a part of which I have here extracted, you have de- 
parted from the truth, in at least eight or ten instances, and I can prove it con- 
clusively and satisfactorily before any impartial trifunal. 
Had I any good reason to hope, that you are a child of God, an heir to ap in- 
corruptible inheritance, I woyli tremble thus to write. On this subject, how- 
ever, LT cannot doubt. I gust judge from the evidence before me, and the rules 
Jaid down by the Holy Spirit. All liars shall bave their part in the lake that 
bumeth with fire and brimstone.” Rev. xxi. 8. ‘ Whoso privily slandereth 
his neighbour, him will I cut off.” Psa. ci. 5. And further, having the strong- 
est reasons to believe, that you have, bv ascribing to the devil, the works of the 
Ilaly Spirit, in the conversion of sinners, committed the blasphemy against the 
itoly Ghost, which is not to be forgiven in this world nor fn the world to come. i 
_ and for- which we are commanded not to pray, I am coustrained to believe; thar 
~ if an apostle were now here on eaith, be would accost [you] as he did Elymus 4 
of old, “ O full of all subtlety, and all mischief, thou child of the devil, thou 
enemy of all righteousness! wilt thou not cease to pervert the ways of the 
Lord" 
This is faithful dealing, sir.» I intend it to be such. "Dds crimes demerit a 
just retribution. Who that are pious and godly, and have stood in your way, _ 
have you not slandered and attempted to degrade! I will notat this time under- 
take toenumerate them. But I think it probable thar I may hereafter do it. 
If I should not, the day is rapidly rolling on, when at the bar of eternal justice, 
the books will be opeped, and their names will be revealed in your presence. 
Awful, indeed, must be the account laid up in store. 
Tnow, sir, await your reply. I have weighed the consequences which this 
letter may incur, and I am ready to meet them, let them come in what shape 


they may. Resting on the arm of heaven for justice, I neither dread nor regard 
them, 


7 
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Yours faithfully, 


URIEL B. CHAMBERS. 
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NOTE. 

_ We intended, by a long series taken from Mr. Stevens? periodical, to demon- 

strate the truth of our observations concerning him, in the notice we mace 


of the debate in Sycamore street #but this gentleman, by publishing” Mr. 
' Chambers? letter to brother Campbell, has, in our judgment, so far exceeded 


every former commission againt the disciples, as almost to,non plusus. We 


absolutely deem it so scandalous as to be without a parallel in the publications 
of the day, and cannot believe that among our political journalists, there could 
be found, between the Gulph of Mexico and the Lakes, ten men who would 
wish even in the heat of political strife, to be the editor of so flagrant a publica- 
tion. Weare sorry for Mr. Chambers; we are sorry for Mr. Stevens, and won- 
der they should have’so far denuded themselves of all self respect ;—that as chief 
men, they should have so far jéopardized the reputation of their party, among 
whom we have always believed to be thousands of the excellent of the earth. 
The one may style Broth@r Campbell “a notorious slanderer and common liar,” 
and the other nay set it in capitals, but it will not stand; and these gentlemen 
may rest assured, that for all this, God will bring them to judgment. : 

- We threw Mr. Stevens’ notice of us, into a cogversational form, without in 
any way affecting the sense. Our reason for this, is, that we wish ourselves to 
be.to Mr. Stevens as satisfactory as possible ; but if we in any manner or degree, 
abuse his words, he has it fairly in his power to expose it; or if what we say 
does not satisfy the gentleman, we shal] in some ee number, we ~— 


rise to the full measure of his wishes, . 


Between Walter Scott, Editor of the Evangelist, ‘ 


and Mr. Stevens, Editor of the Cross and Baptist Journal. 


Mr. Stevens.—A very concise review must suffice for the present. If it 
prove unsatisfactory, we must consider what more is to be done. We shall 


‘Dring forward a few short specimens, as illustrative of some prominent traits in. 


your character, the erudite and accomplished writer, and of the publication 
through the pages of which you condescend to instruct and edify the public. 

Mr.Scott.—! believe so firmly, Mr.Stevens, that my children have a true man 
for their father, that I am necessarily curious to learn what are your conceptions 
of his character; the subject you select is, to be sure, rather a delicate ~ but 
proceed, Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. Stevens.—First we cite a passage showing your accuracy. It is from 
your account, in the number for July, of the late debate between Dr. Sleigh, and — 
Mr. J. T. Johnson, appended to Mr. Burnet’s articles, quoted by us last week, 
Speaking of Mr. Johnson’s performance, you say, “ Brother Johnson's speech 
was enlightening, overwhelming, and touched both the head and heart of all 
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__ present. It filled the understanding and roused the affections; it poured con- 
fusion upon the — srg and proved the affirmative to all intents and 
purposes.” 

If to convince Messrs. Scott and Bumet were “ a atirnintive’ to all 
intents and purposes,” then it must be conceded it was done; for never was Eu- 
clidite surer that the three angles‘of a triangle are equal to two right angles, than 
those gentlemen appear to be, that Mr. Johnson achieved a victory—but it was 
a bootless purpose to conyince those who were more than convinced before. But 
you say the speech “ was overwhelming and touched both the head and heart of 


all present,” meaning, if it mean any thing, that Mr. Johnson came off, in the 


estimation of all, decidedlyvictorious—an assertion of your’s which is manatioasty 
untrue, But more of your accuracy by and by. ? , 


HW’. Scott.—The first, and consequently the most prominent trait in my char. 
acter, as apprehended by yourself, then, Mr. Stevens, is inaccuracy to nolo- 
vious untruth! So much for my morals; well, what of my learning? for we 
offer no defence where so accurate a man as yourself judges, especially seeing 
we were present and you were absent, in the case described. But it may af- 
ford you some satisfaction to read what is said to Doctor Sleigh, on this word 

Mr. Stevens.—A short specimen next, to shew the elegance and purity of 
your diction. Now as to.purity, and elegance, and correctness, we have a right 
to look up to you, as toa model. For be it knowa that you were not long since, 
jor the fame of your learning among the “disciples,’’ no doubt, chosen President 


of the Faculty of what was intended to be one of the most Splendid Universitie, 
in the world;—we refer to the famous “Christian College,” incorporated by the 


fadiaua Legislature, January, 1833, and located at New Albany, Ja., with 
Alexander Campbell for President of the ‘Trustees, and Walter Scott President 


of the Faculty, and which mereover,was to make doctors and doctresses in 


_abundauce, the manufacture of no less than seven ranks of doctors aad as many 


doctresses being duly previded for. 


W. Scott.—Mr. Stevens, it pleased the Legislature of Ohio, at tieir last 
session, to-appoint your humble servant to the ‘Trusteeship of the Miami Uni- 
versity, Oxford. Here, alse are conferred all the degrees of A. B., A. M., D. D, 
and LL. D. Well, what does this election prove? Surely it proves nothing 
at all for, or against me; for I had no more to do in bringing it to pass than the 
ehild unborn; and I had ne more to do with the Christian College than with 
that. I knew not that either a College was founded, or a charter obtained until 
a letter informed me that I was chosen—by vote—‘*President of the Faculty.” 
I perceived from the printed documents, which accompanied this extra intelli- 
gence, that my name had, without any license from me, been put before the Indi- 
ana, Legislawre, as a petitioner preying for the charter. ‘This I looked upon as 
an absolute forgery by the person who did it, and believed tha: =e who sigued _ 
any name to obtain a Charter, would sign it to obtain money. No honor how- 


Lord assisting, induce me to connive at 
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"such villany. I despised the which I perceived was founded in 
falsehood; declined every and all connection with it; took no notice of it in 
public, nor in my paper, and wrote against it to my brethren in private. Do you 
ask, then, how much I despise the whole affair? Just so much as! have said 
and a little more 100, for 1 despise it as heartily as I do your own notice of it. 
But you think that my appointment proved that I should be the very pink of 
purity in diction; now make the case your own, and then you will. possibly 
_ judge better; suppose the founders had appointed Mr, Stevens to the Presdency 
of Christian College, and that instead of President Sort, we had had President 
Stevens; what then? would the state of the case have warranted plain Walter 
to have inferred that this same garnished J. Stevens must needs be a “model”? of 
“purity, elegance and correctness of language?’ Surely no; to me the authors 
of the Charter et have proved their own folly—and their own folly only. 
Mr. Stevens.—* ow, then hear the pure English of President Scott. Nar- 
rating to your readers what Mr. Johnson did not do,” you say 
“He did not follow Dr, Sleigh in all the mazy twistifications of the long cir- 
cumbendebus which he had made through the law, the prophéts and the psa!ms 
in search of human depravity or something else.”’ = 
Here, Professor Maffit, 
are two words, elegant words, for your new dictionary. And see, too, the 
vastness of President Scott’s miad, from which comes forth ideas in such over- 
‘fiowing profusion, that the English language, with all its copiousness, cannot 
furnish words to express them; and then again the fertility of invention which 
can at onee coin words exactly suited to his purpose. Ant once more ob- 
serve the “power assumed over language—a power which even Augustus the 
proucest Emperor of Rome, and the munificent pation of learning, with a)! his 
host of literati, could not assume—the power of enlarging the stock of words 
belonging to his janguage.” 
W. Scott.—Lest the playfulness, by which we have sinned, against your 
“gentlemanly style’” and the richness, parity, and variety of the king’s English, 
should seduce us into the use of other long-nebbed words, allow = of your 
clemency, Mr. Stevens, to say, with the most “dignified courtesy,” that your 
eritick upon the twistifications of long cireumbendebus, is the ebject of my 
highest admiration, and might well claim the approbation of “Augustus the 
proudest Empéror of aod the snusificent pawon of al) his 
host of Jiterati.” 
Mr. Slevens“Passing something which might be noticed, we come next to 


‘ments of President Scott.” iii 


__W. Scott.—Proceed, Mr. Stevens, we wait we Waich, we pant, for your 
Bignitied courtesy.” 


Stevens. —“A fier explanation of the manner in which the rémor 
# went abroad, that brother Johnson wa® defeated, you say: 


~ ‘At last the editor of the Baptist Journal ewallowed 
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termined enemy of the disciples, who has published more falsehoods and slan- 
ders about them, than he has teeth in his head, thought the occasion a good one, 
and though he was not present, and does not hold with Dr, Sleigh that remission 
is unconditional, but rather with us that faith and repentance are necessary to 
please God and obtain forgiveness, yet he conceived the whole matter might be | 
turned to our hurt, and accordingiy published in his paper, never did poor com- 
hatant suffer more signal defeat ! 

A fruitful paragraph. We sre forcibly reminded of a story, told, we be- 
lieve, by old Homer, that notorious maker of heathen verses, Iti is, that ima 
battle with the gods, Mars, the god of war, having his belly pierced with a spear, 
bellowed. So with you, sir, the champion of the disciples. But to the correct- 
ness of the paragraph. Tus determined enemy of the disciples of Alexander 
Campbell oc of Walter Scout—which is meant??? 

W, Scott.—An answer is at hand; but before I tell you whose disciples they 
are, do you auswer one question: ‘The Holy Spirit—was it given to men by 


Jesus Christ, in order to make them believe and obey the gospel, or because they 


had believed the gospel? If yo@ answer in accordance with the last part of this 
question, then you are on our side; if with the former part, then sir, prove it; 
for this is the foundation not of your scheme alane, but of almost all the schemes, 
in Christendom. Now, sir, do not make my “ungentlemanly style,” my “reck- 
lussness’? or want of “dignified courtesy”? an apology for your own cowardice, 
cunning, orany thing else; if you can show by a single instance, from Jesus, 
who himself received the Spirit after baptism, down to the last man mentioned 
in Revelations, that a special operation is necessary or was vouchsafed to any 
human being, in order to obey the gospel, do, for God’s sake, show it: we even — 
beseech you by the love which you profess for Christ, toshow us it. I have now — 
waited seven long years toa very day, watching for the proof of the popular 
views on this subject which are maintained by your party and others; 1 have 
waited and watched for a just scriptura! confutation of that distinguishing article 
in the original gospel, that “the Holy Spirit is given by Christ to those who obey 
him.” But I have watched in vain: nothing has been tendered us but insolence, 
gross personalities, unmaniy apologies, affected 
contwmpt. 

Mr. Slevens.—But “surely with all your cecklesanese you would not, Muy 
Scott, call the Editor of the Wind Joumal “the itr dite of the disci- 
ples of Christ. 

W. Scott—Why man of more prudence, Paul a man 
of more zeal for God, aad Bonner a man of more zeal for Jesus Christ if we 
might believe himself, than the editor of the Baptist Journal, yet they were*the 
determined enemies of the disciples of Christ.” But for the sake of @ case, 
Jet us suppose that a vast nushber of individuals the majority of whom sere of 
ureproachable inorals, had, with godly reverence, yielded to the evidence and 
divinity of chiitiapity, believed in the name of the Lord Jesus, repented, and 
had been baptized; and that they had sat down in the order of the house of God, 
far as they hadiipeen enabled by scripture, to ascertain whag that Wass 
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also that they had, from a jealous devotion to the Author of scripture, repudia- 
‘ted all right on the part of ecclesiastics, to interpose creeds between them and 


the word of God, afd maintained that each of the brethren had an equal 
right to read for himself in connection witb all the rest, and was the disciple of 
Christ alone. 

Suppose also that a certain individual had set his eyes upon heen, felt his 
piety hurt by their dogmatical and unbending tenacity, and envied their success. 
Suppose, moreover, that he were an editor, who to please himself and gratify the 
‘party which gratify him, purposed im his heart to fetch a stroke at these scrupulous 
defenders, of the sacred volume. How shall he doi:? He dares not persecute! 
and, he may be too cunning or too cowardly to forge “lies and slanders;”’ but 
he can publish them, and by so doing virtually tell all who desire to wrong them 
what the slanderers of Jeremiah’s time said ‘ Report and we will report it.” 

By one informant he publishes their doctrine as a ‘“* moral pestilence ;” by 
another breathes its pestilential breath’ along the land. Here its professors 
are reported to ‘“‘agree in nothing but baptism for remission,” and there the y 
are pretty unaninnous “in faith, repentance, baptism, remission of sins, the 
Holy Spirit, and eternal life.’ By one correspondent it is condemned as 
Jeaven by another as “heresy and those who shunit are represented as 
escaping from idolatry——they are those ** who have not bowed the knee to the 
image of Baal.’”’ The pestilence is here said to be ** done on the Reserve.”’ in 
other parts it has not finished “its ravages yet’? “ has not had itsday.”? One 
of the editor’s informants in reporting classes them with Arians, Antinomians, 
and Deists; another says they seem to have taken their maxims of good orler 
from “Jack Cade,” and “even rulesof decorum” are with them [it is published | 
“blasphemy,”’ while in choosing the Bible for their only guide, they only exhibit 
a determined purpose of deception ,”’ their spirit is*“*in the water;’’ their conver- 
sion is ‘¢ in the water,’ and their regeneration “in the water!? One is pub- 
lished as guiltly of a ** notorious untruth :’? and another of idolatry and as hav- 7 
ing one of the brethren for his ** Lord and master’’ even as Peter had Jesus for 
his Lord and master! And that the filthy character of this Idol may be known 
all abroad “One dozen lies in one column af this one Editor's Journal, are files 
agamst him, and he is published to the world as a notorious slanderer and a com- 
mon liar—one who has sinned the sin against the oy Ghost, and now in re- 
servation against the great day of God Almighty—* full of all subtlety and guile 


, a.child of the devil, and an enemy to all righteousness’? the very antitype of 


Elymus the Sorcener. Suppose also, that the same Editor who published this, to 
add insult to injury, affects the bravado, and tells, nay, dares the person who 
charged him to “show a particle of evidence to sustain his charge,’’ and argues 
that it was ‘ desperate and bare-faced recklessness and effrontery,”’ and that 
by $0 doing he had offered * a gross outrage to’ good breeding and Christian 
courtesy”? and had forfeited all claims to be treated either as a fellow, dis- 
‘ple or a gentleman. How, Mr. for a moment, all that 
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have here said to be true, what would you think of the Editor? That he was a 
pretty fellow—the determined enemy of the disciples in question? No doubt of 
it. Make the case your own then, sir, for “Thou art the man!” Yes, 
sir, from your paper are all these things of Elymus the Sorcerer, Baal, and Jack 
Cade extracted, and they are but a morsel of the feast which you have prepared 
for those whose vitiated appetite call for such viands. 

Mr Stevens.—Slanders and falsehoods! Here is the charge direct of the 
worst sort of untruths. To say nothing of the gentlemanly style in which it is 
said,—more than he has teeth in his head. Levit be observed how premature 
and reckless is the charge, and how perfectly | in the face of all the rules of good 
breeding and Christian courtesy. 

W. Scott.—If Mr. Stevens will please think over again what I have just 
stated from his Joumal, he will possibly discover what a king of “‘good breeding 
and Christian courtesy” he himself is; and in what a gentlemanly sty!e his peri- 
odical speaks of his humble servant and his brethren the disciples. 

Mr Stevens.—We have never as we remember, except a respectful notice of 
the Evangelist when it firs t appeared, taken occasion to say a word of it, or its 
Editor Mr. Scott, no provocation has, therefore, been offered. 

WW. Scott.—Think again of what you. have pubiished in letters of corres- 
_ pondents against my brethren and their sentiments, and then say, whether any 
provocation has been given; they that touch them touch me; they that per- 
secute them persecute me. You have offered the greatest provocation, sir. 

Me. Slevens.— You have never to our knowledge, called our attention to any 
thing in the columns of our paper, as inaccurate, respecting the “disciples,” and 
requiring to be corrected. You have and can have no evidence, then, that we are 
the determined enemy of the disciples ; neither have you shown nor can you show 
a particle of evidence to sustain your charge. Is not your charge premature, and 


_are_not_your_ recklessness and effrontery in thus making it most desperate and 


barefaced, and by this gross outrage upon good breeding and Christian. courtesy, 
have you not forfeited all claims to be treated like either as a fellow disciple or 
a gentleman? 

W, Scotl.—A Disciple ora gentleman. You are very fond of fine words, 
Mr. Stevens; “dignified courtesy,” **Christian courtesy,” “gentlemanly style,” 
“gentleman,” and “high-minded gentleman’’ are words and phrases of indis- 
pensible importance, I perceive, in the Baptist Journal; but Mr. Stevens, it is 
said, that he who speaks wisely is not allways wise; and hark! it is just as true: 
that he who says, courtesy, is not always courteous; and he who cries 
gentleman, is not always a gentleman. Now, sir, let any one read 
over all that you have published concerning us, or only that part which I have 
quoted from your paper, and say, whether the person who has so abused us, and 
now speaks as if he had not published any things but our praises, plays the part 
ofa “gentleman,” or of the man who would add insult to injury. 

We purposed that our reply should extend no farther than merely to shew the 
truth of our asservation concerning your emnity against us in publishing as oft — 
as your correspondents put it in your power, things most untrue and slanderous. 
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But we shall accompany you to the end of thé chapter. [I could 
never ask you to correct your statements. How would you correct the 


compliment paid us in the phrase * moral pestilence.’”?> One man says: we 
“agree in nothing but baptism for remission of sins,’ and another des¢ribes 
us as agreeing pretty unanimously in ‘faith, repentance, baptism, re- 
mission of sins, the Holy Spirit and eternal life.” One says, “it is done on the 
Reserve ;’’ another, that it has not yet “finished its ravages.” 

How would Mr. Stevens correct these things? 


Mr. Stevens,—-“In the last part of the paragraph last quoted, there are three (not 


directly asserted, but) plainly impjied statements, all of which areincosrect. The | 


first statement is, that these two propositions, viz :-remigsion of sins, of salvation, 
ts unconditional, and faith and repentance, are necessary to forgiveness, or 
salvation—are exact opposites,so that he who holds to the first, must of course 
deny the last. Not correct. ‘The second statement is, that Dr. Sleigh denies 
the necessity of faith and repentance to salvation. We presume it is incorrect. 
The third statement is, that the editor of the Baptist Journal holds with Walter 
Scott rather than Dr. Sleigh—a wholly gratuitous statement, without a shadow of 


_ evidence, and probably incorrect. Whether we are indebted for these blunders in 


the Evangelist to the ignorance or the knavery of its Editor, we shall leave it to 
himself to explain. If he shall choose to make straight his crooked paths, we 
shall rejoice to see it; if not, why then we must let him go on, and gnaw his 
tongue for anguish “under the drubbings of weet Sleigh, and foam out his shame 
upon the pages of his Evangelist.” 

W. Scott.—If you had been present at the debate you would hav@heard 
Dr. Sleigh argue, the depravity of man in order to show that he will not believe 
the gospel], and receiving faith by a divine operation of the spirit,it is conse- 
quently no condition of forgiveness, 


Dr Sleigh, therefore, does deny faith to be a condition of the remission of sins. 


I, however, presumed, that you had _more reverence for the word of God; anv! 


because the apostle had said “* without faith it is impossible to please God,” we 
believe it; and had charity enough 10 think that you also believed it; but this 
you say was Sprobably incorrect.’ It is probable then, you say, that you do not 
believe faith aud reformation, to be necessary to please God and obtain forgive- 
wess! Oh Mr. Stevens! Mr. Stevens, Oh! Is there not more of the Yankee 

here than either the “ gentleman” or the * Christian: * probably incorrect.” 
Yes, leave it doubtful, Bro. John, until you see what way the wind blows. 

| Mr. Stevens.—“We might notice Mr. Scott's affectation of learning by the 
use of Latin and French wordsand phrases as modus, modus operandi, &c. 
and by his talking about Greek, and the like; but let it pass, We will merely 
remark that we have been informed on good authority that Mr. Scott in talking 
about the original Greek of the New Testament, to unlearned persons, does not 


_ hesitate to assert in the most positive terms, that which any tyro with a Greek 


‘Testament in his hand, might in a moment show to be false. 
W. Scott—Latin and French words—Bro, Stevens, if you find any Frencl: 
m modus, or modus operandi, you yourself must bea rare linguist. But to 
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your “ good authority’ Mr Stevens, I am very sorry for you.. Who is your 
*‘oood authority’? that I ever talk to * unlearned persons” about Greek. I pro- 
test I never do: the most learned of you can be confuted on all gospel questions 
with the common English version in our hand and never appeal to Greek ; but if 
you doubtit,try us on the following, which are fundamental ones in Christianity. 
Ist. Is the Holy Spirit given to make men believe ® 2d. Is repentance the re- 
sult of a special operation of the Spirit? Is Baptism for remission cf sins? Is tie 
the Holy Spirit promised to those who obey the gospel? Choose your side, and — + oa 
_| —___we shalt not appeal to Greek. I think I may defy you to get one of all the hun- 
| dreds of disciples by whom I am surrounded in Cincinnati, and in the country, to 
say that I ever talked to him, if ani unlearned person, about Greek. 

Mr. Stevens.-We notice another thing. Those whom W. Scott calls ‘disciples,’ 
hare heretofore taken it sadly to heart, that they have not been received in all 
respects and embraced and fellowshipped as genuine Baptists. But things are 
changed now. See the closing sentence of Mr. Scott’s article which we have 
heen reviewing. Ile says: 

* Brethren of this reformation, the baptism of Baptists, themselves being» 
judges, is not for the remiss:on of sins, and therefore no church holding to the _ 


ancient or original gospel should admit them to Communion without submiting 
to the baptism of Christ.” 


Good; if this ground had been taken long ago, it Would have saved a vast 
deal of tergiversation and trouble. One of our correspondents too weeks ago, 
shows that the same ground is taken in licking county. A correspondent of the 
Evangelist also says, writing from a town in Indiana. “Ata meeting here 
yesterday two made the good confession, six more united, they had been 
Baptists.’ 

It was our intention to give a specimen ortwoof Mr. Scott’s Theology, but 
the following must suffice. Ina dialogue, in this number of the Evangelist, the 
person who evidently speaks the sentiments of the Editor, in answer to the 
question, “ From what are you saved by baptism? says: “We are saved 
from the wrath of God.*? Andin answer to this one, ** What is the wrath of 
God? the same person replies; “Death, everlasting destruction from the pre- 
sence of the Lord and from the glory of his power.” Which ought we to con- 
sider the most unscriptural, the Roman Catholic doctrine that there is no salva- 
tion out of the Papal chureh; or Walter Scott’s teaching, that there is no sal- 
vation without “Baptism for [in order to procure] remission ?*’ 

(itp We sent the present and preceding numbers to the Editor of the Evan- 
zelist, not in compliance w th his request to that effect, which came to us taxed 
with letter postage, but as a matter of course which could by no means be court- 

eously omitted, 

Mr. Seott.—Those who have “taken it sadly to heart that they have not been. 
received———as genuine Baptists,’ can only be such as were formerly Baptists © 
Now what proportion of the disciples do you imagine them to form? Nota 
large one [ assure you. Tnnumerable churches have been formed in which there 
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is not a soul that ever was a Baptist. You add, “but things are changed 
now.” Yes, since 1827, since the restoration of the original gospel, things are 
mightily changed. O, what a grave and glorious confutation of the error$ 
of modern orthodoxy, did the Father of mercies give by the restoration of the 


_ venerable, the ancient gospel: And what an organ of power, independence, and 


conversion did he put into the hands of all who desired reformation, among the 
Baptists, among the Christians, the Presbyterians, the Methodists on that day 


_ when it was fairly reduced to the practical but merciful purposes for which it was 


at first given to the sons of men! 

Peter says that “Baptism does now save us.” I have fearlessly given my 
views of the word save, as Peter used it, and you ask whether what I say or the 
Roman doctrine of “no salvation out of the church”? is the “most unscriptural.”” 
Dare you tell the Baptists your opinion of being saved by baptism as I have told 
the disciples mine? Iam not afraid of my brethren; and if the boldness of 
my enquiries should at any time offend them; they must learn to bear, and 
pardon me, and rather imitate so goodly an example; for if they do, they shall 
most certainly discover that all that Baptists and other Protestants doat upon, 
whether eternal election, eternal reprobation, special call, call to the ministry, 


special atonement, special operations of the Spirit, spiritual regeneration, and = fF 


conversion by spiritwal operations, are the doctrines of men, and have no foun- 
dation in the christian scriptures. 

I have ordered you to have sixpence to pay the postage of the leter which you 
put me to the trouble of writing; It has been left at the office of the Journal. 
Your conduct towards my brother A. Campbell, in publishing Mr. Chambers’ 
epistie, more than all your insolence towards myself, impels me to declare that 
the above parley with you is not held in compliance with the least respect that I 
entertain for your conduct; your scandalous treatment of him, tells me what I 
am to expect; and I beg you to be assured that the transmission to Carthage of 
any other numbers of the Baptist Journal, may be most ‘‘courteously omitted.” 


Nay, I shall deem ita positive favor,,if you should see it compatible with 
“ gentiemanly’” behaviour to send me no more. 


PROGRESS OF THE GOSPEL. 
VILLaNow, Barxwitt Disraict, S. C. August 6, 1834. 
My dear Sir,—In looking over the receipts of the Evangelist for vol. 3d, I 
perceive I did not pay the postage of my letter enclosing you two dollars for 
Dr. Erwin and myself. It was an oversight in me, I should have done so, and 


herewith enclose you one dollar which will pay in full for that work for the pre- 
sent year, and also the discount on South Carolina money. Jam sorry I have _ 


none other, it being difficult to obtain other money. as Georgia issues no bill 
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The Evangelist. 


under five dollars. Far be it from me to wish you to sustain a loss even of one 


cent on your paper. I consider it one of the cheapest periodicals I have ever 
read, arid would respectfully suggest the propriety of your enlarging your sheet 
to double the size, or publish it semi-monthly, at $2 perannum. I think you 
would obtain full as many subscribers. 

Iam no professor of religion, yet one that wishes well to the cause you so ably 
advocate. It is one I believe founded on truth, and will stand the test of all 


opposition. | 


‘Twas reared among the popular sects of the day, yet my prejudices do not _ 


extend so far as to preclude reading and judging in some degree for myself. 
There are, however, several things which present themselves to me, as insuper- 
able barriers to my obeying the scriptures; I shall state a few of them. Ist, 
"1 he love of the world. 2d, A want of inclination to obey the truth, and a dis- 
relish for that self-denying spirit which the word of God so fully and so plainly 
inculcates, opposed, as I have always thought, to physical enjoyment at least. 
Now, my dear sir, if you can tell me in what way I am to rid myself of these 
difficulties, you will receive my sincere thanks. Your answer probably will 
be to believe on the Lord Jesus Christ, and be immersed for the remission of 
sins. How can I when I have never had those convictions for sin, which I have 
always been taught to believe I must have inorder to faith and before immersion ? 


These are things I cannot easily comprehend. La are but three persons in 
this section of country who practise the ancient order of things as set forth by 
1 and his Apostles, by meeting on every Ist day of the week and breaking 
‘the loaf. They are about erecting a building, for the purpose of meeting 1. 
At present they assemble at a private house. ‘The three persons alluded to are, 
Dr. Erwin, my sister and my wife, whose relations are regular | aptists, and 
they themselves were,—but applied to the church for letters of dismission ;—this 
was refused. ‘They then requested the church to let them peaceadly withdraw, 
—refused also. They then informed the church that they need not consider 


them ary longer members of their body, and withdrew. ‘The church, however, 
sometime after excommunicated them as heretics, for entertaining the views of | 


A. Campbell, as promulgated in the Millennial Harbenger, alledging at the 
same time that they excommunicated themselves, and this I suppose they be- 
lieved, becuuse they reported to the Association, that they neither had dismissed 
of excommunicated any that year. Opposition runs high and neither the 
Evangelist nor Harbinger is read by any of the sects. U. M. ROBERTS. 


My Dear Sir: 
~~ Although the present state of the case does not permit 
my addressing you as a brother in Christ Jesus, vet the attachment 
you evince for what is honorable, the frank manner in which you 
annouce yourself to be a non-professor, your determination to en- 
quire into these high matters for yourself, and the undisguised state- 
_ ment which you submit of the difficulties which lay in your way 
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eying the , impel me to conclude notwithstanding, that 
if in this-letter [ am not addressing a true christian, lam at least 


addressing a true man, and @ person who in order to do what God 
would have him mee requires to be taught in this way more 
perfectly. 

Therefore, though no casuist—though it is not mine to settle 
cases of conscience; I shall nevertheless, in compliance with your 
wishes, endeavor by scripture, to resolve your difficulties, the chief 
of which you state is “A disinclination to obey the truth, and a 


__disrelish for. that self-denial” which is necessary to it. Iti is, — 


believe, sometimes more difficult to ascertain what are the maia- 
dies of the mind, than to cure them after they are ascertained; and 
this in certain cases arises from the imperfection of human lan- 
guage; but it often happens that what is but dimly described in 
words is sometimes made very clear and even brilliant by analogy. 

‘The scriptures therefore, speak of man as being ‘sick, ‘asleep,’ ‘in 
prison,’ ‘blind,’ &c. &c. Now suppose first ihe case of a sick man. 

He stands in need of a physician and sends for him, and like you 
says, “Sir, ifyou can tell me how to rid my self of my disease you 
shall have my many thanks.” 

‘The physicians candid, recognizes the urgency of the case, and 
prescribes; but, he adis, the course to be pursued is difficult, and 
will not flatter your former taste for danties; “may medicine, more- 
over,” says he, “is neither sugar nor salt; but more nauseous rel 
both of them put together; yet unless it is taken and persevered 

your death is inevitable, and I protest it.” 

The patient roused by the real or supposed severity of the case, 
declares he has toohigh a relish for his usual viands, ever to forego 
the use of them, and as for the medicine, his want of inclination, 
and disrelish for it is unconquerable. 


The physician replies ‘ you are a dead man,’ and rushes out 
of the apartment. 

The love of life and the fear of-death are al! iene ae eer senti- 
ments in human nature; “take away these viands which flatter my 
appetite only to destroy my life, cries the sick man, and hand me 
that detested drug.” He drinks, reviv eS, and lives, and blesses the 
physician who saved him. ¥ 

You say ‘you love the world.” Tam not surprised atthis. The 
sick man loved his. rich viands, But you want ‘an inclination to 
obey the truth, and have no relish for. ihe self denial that is neces- 
sary to it.” Well, the sick man also wanted an inclination for the 
physician’s medicine, and had no relish for the self-denia! neces- 
sary to his gure; but what of that? Did these things prevent the 
influence, the sanatory influence of the medicine when actually 
— To be sure no. Know then, respected sir, that “the obe- 
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The Evangelist. 


~ dience of faith is the medicine of the mind; take it, therefore, 
whether vou relish it or no; the ancients purified their souls by 
obeying the truth, and they obeyed the truth only by practising 


“self-denial.” Did not Abraham in spite of all paternal feeling 


at the bidding of God, offer up his onlv son [saac upon the altar? 
Besides if you never practice self-denial until vou acquire a relish 
for it, you will never practice it at all, for self-denial is that which 
nature must hate, and which necessity alone will make us prac- 


tice; for to “hate one’s self,” or “deny one’s self,” is not of nature, 


but of necessity. ‘Therefore, the first lesson tendered by Jesus to 

the person who believes in him, is to “deny himself.” ‘Take the 
Saviour’s advice, my beloved sir, deny vourself of the “world” 
and all “disinclination to obey the truth: take your cross and 
follow him; no cross, no crown. And what glorious motives have 
you to do so! Christ has loved you; and God has so loved you as 
to give Christ for you. He offers you a place in his royal abode, 
and to make vou a co-heir with the Messiah, of eternal life. A 
man of your ingenuous nature must love the company of the great 
and the pure. Well, here are the patriarchs, and renowned 
ancients, the fathers of tyo illustrious churches, here are these 
churches all, the general.assembly and congregation of the heirs ot 
lite eternal, an innumerable company of afigels and the spirits of 
just men made perfect. Here is God. Here is Christ. Here is the 
blood of sprinkling, that speaketh better things thaa the blood of 

ibel! are these no incentives to practice self~Jenial? Will they 
uot inspire vou with resolution and courage to obey the truth? 
Phat they may is the praver ot 

Ash Sir, with much respect, 

| Your humble servant. 


WALTER SCOTT. 


| 


Postseript.—Y our case, dear sir, has lighted up in my bosom a higher interest 
than you may imagine: present my love te the brethren, and say to Dr. Erwin, 
“*Doctor, set me a good example, deny yourself, take up your cross, follow your 

Master, and preach the Gospel.”? 

If the Detor will but take the stonéloff the well’s mouth, ifhe will but let forth 

‘the floods of living water; if he will be tealous and hold forth the name of 
the Lord for salvation, and invite the people to obedience, he will soon have a 
church that will prove acrown and a reward to him in the presence of JesusChrist , 
And you can with propriety invite him thus todo. The Heathen entreated 
Paul to speak to then the wholesome words of salvation; Comelius sent for 
Peter, and the Romag Deputy desired to hear the Apostle concerning the faith. 
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Dear Sir: 
It is but a little over two years since twelve of us aged to take the Bible for 
our sole guide: This procedure brought down upon us immense censure, and op- 
‘position; amid this, however, we have pursued the even tenor of our way ; 
we have taught the good book alone; and tried to obey ourselves its sacred pre-— 
cepts. We have met every first day to read, sing, and pray, and break the loaf 
in commemoration of eur Redéeemer's dying love; the disciples are determined 
te press forward, and tolearn and w obey. The light of the New Testament 
is spreading very fast: much inquiry is lighted up after this way ; even opponents 
change their manner of speaking about the scriptures. ‘There are six or 
seven congregations iu this part of our State who walk according to com- 
«wandments of the Lord. 


Your companion in tribulation, 
Wayne Co., New York. JOHN PRATT, Jr. 


Dear sir? 

‘Ten years ago I joined the Baptists; in 1823 I was licensed w 
preach; then ordained a Bishop; in 1833 I was charge with a triple crime = 
Ist, preachng that remission and the Spirit were given to the obedient; second, 

inviting all disciples to partake of the loaf; and third, for violating leer rules, 
which the preacher and sume others affirmed were as sacred as the scriptures. 
Finally in last August with six othecs I withdrew to take our Lord’s last will — 
and ‘Testa ment for the rule and measure of our faith and manners iu this world 
below: We are much persecuted for following this new way. iin 
Three years ago the Mormons came to Jackson county.. Joseph Smith hed 
designated it as the Holy Land; they differed with the other citizens; a battle 
was foughtand two or three killed on each side : Smith went to Ohio and returned 
with a fresh army of two hundred and fifty men or thereabouts; they have been 
greatly discomfitted; twenty-five or thirty of them have gone to eternity, and 
General Joseph, with about fifty perhaps, has retummed to Ohio. ‘Thus has ended 


the first Mormon Crusade. : 
HOWARD EViETT. 
Clay co., Missouri. i 


Ae 


We separated from the Baptists a few years ago on account of some differ- 
ence on church government; We then took the appellation of ‘Independent Bap- 
tists ;? we were twelve in number; we ha¥e since determined to take the diving 


oracles for our guide in both faith and practice; we meet on every first day of 
the week tw break bread, we have a Bishop who labors in word and doctrine, 
aleo three Elders who preside in the church, and Deacons. Our nuraber in 
above one hundred at this time: we have frequent additions by confession and 


Yours ia bonda, 
JOHN Sen. 
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